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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Prosecution Application 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including tine fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 9-24- 
2008 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. In the remarks filed 9-24-2008, applicant argued the following: 

A. On pages 8-10, that "simply placing a navigation device (which includes its 
own speaker) within Trumbull's tray does not result in a carrying case including a 
speaker to generate sound from signals provided by a navigation device~as is 
recited in the independent claims. Applicant notes that the "navigation device" 
and "carrying case" are recited separately in each of the independent claims and 
the claimed speaker is recited as part of the carrying case and not part of the 
navigation device. In the Examiner's combination, the speaker is part of the 
navigation device." 

3. Argument A is unconvincing. The applicant has not sufficiently claimed the 
differences between the invention and the prior art. Applicant merely claims "wherein 
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the case... includes a speaker," making no mention of tlie wire arrangement between 
the navigation device, the case, the speaker and the tray. Since the case of encloses or 
includes the navigation device, and the navigation device includes a speaker, the case 
therefore includes the speaker. 

Response to Arguments 

4. In the remarks filed 9-24-2008, applicant argued that the cited art fails to teach or 
suggest all aspects of the claimed invention. These arguments are rendered moot in 
view of the new grounds of rejection which has been necessitated by amendment. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

6. Claims 1,3-6,8,14,31-35,38,40,41,45 and 46 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Eggert (USP No. 5001779) in view of Schoenfish (USP No. 
6370037). Eggert discloses a removable carrying case that encloses an audio device 
which attaches to a motorcycle, but fails to disclose that the carrying case fits in a tray in 
the dashboard of a vehicle, or that the carrying case includes a navigational device. 
Schoenfish discloses a navigational device that removably fits in a tray in the dashboard 
of a vehicle, but fails to disclose that the navigational device is enclosed in a carrying 
case, or that the navigational device or carrying case has speakers. It would have been 
obvious to combine the teachings of Schoenfish into the device of Eggert to arrive at a 
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removable audio system that did not involve the cumbersome straps of Eggert, but 
instead the locking mechanism of Schoenfish. Further, it would have been obvious to 
combine the teachings of Eggert into the device of Schoenfish (replacing Schoenfish 
#14 with Eggert #42) to arrive at a removable audio system could play audio from a 
GPS combined with an entertainment device, as suggested by Schoenfish [Col. 1, lines 
18-22]. The following is rendered obvious by the combination of Schoenfish and Eggert: 

• Regarding claim 1 , A navigation assembly for use in a vehicle comprising: 

o a navigational device[ s, #1 2]; and 

o a carrying case [e #42] sized and configured to removably [e, Col. 1 , lines 
22-31] [s. Fig. 2] fit substantially within a tray [s, #16] recessed 
downwardly [a. Fig. 3] within a top surface of a dashboard [s. Col. 5, lines 
4-8] running along a windshield [e. Fig. 1, #38, Col. 2, lines 51-55] of the 
vehicle and configured to substantially enclose all sides of the navigational 
device [e. Fig. 1, #50 and #60], wherein the case [e, #10] is configured to 
conform to the tray [s, #16] and includes a speaker [e, #46] operable to 
generate sound corresponding to signals provided by the navigation 
device [in the combination, the GPS #12 of s can replace audio system 
#44 of Eggert] 

• Regarding claim 31 , Schoenfish and Eggert disclose a navigation assembly for 
use in a vehicle comprising: 

o a navigational device[ s, #12]; and 
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o a carrying case [e #42] sized and configured to conform [s, Fig. 2] to a tray 
[s, #16] recessed downwardly [s, Fig. 3] witliin a top surface of a 
dashboard [s, Col. 5, lines 4-8] running along a windshield of the vehicle 
[e, Fig. 1, #38, Col. 2, lines 51-55], wherein the carrying case [e #42] is 
configured to substantially and removably [e, Col. 1, lines 22-31] [s, Fig. 2] 
enclose all sides of the navigational device [e. Fig. 1, #50 and #60] and is 
adapted to be removed from the tray [s. Fig. 2] with the navigational 
device substantially enclosed therein [in the combination, the GPS #12 of 
s can replace audio system #44 of Eggert], 

o the carrying case [e #42] further including a speaker [e, #46] operable to 
generate sound corresponding to signals provided by the navigation 
device [in the combination, the GPS #12 of s can replace audio system 
#44 of Eggert] 

• Regarding claim 40, Schoenfish and Eggert disclose a navigation assembly for 
use in a vehicle comprising: 

o a navigational device[ s, #1 2]; and 

o a carrying case [e #42] configured to substantially enclose all sides [e. Fig. 
1 , #50 and #60] of the navigational device [in the combination, the GPS 
#12 of s can replace audio system #44 of Eggert], the case [e #42] being 
sized and configured to fit within a tray [s. Fig. 2] on a dashboard [s. Col. 
5, lines 4-8] of the vehicle such that the case does not move within the 
tray and is held firmly in place by gravity and the close conformity of the 



Application/Control Number: 10/663,044 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3663 

case to the tray [s, Figs. 3 and 4, Col. 2, lines 28-50, and Col. 4, lines 45- 
62]. 

o the carrying case [e #42] further including a speaker [e, #46] operable to 
generate sound corresponding to signals provided by the navigation 
device [In the combination, the GPS #12 of s can replace audio system 
#44 of Eggert] 

• Regarding claims 3 and 32, Schoenfish discloses [Fig. 2, #16 and #68]. 

• Regarding claims 4 and 33, Schoenfish discloses [Col. 5, lines 14-16] and Eggert 
discloses [Col. 4, lines 35-40]. 

• Regarding claims 5, 34 and 45, Eggert discloses Col. 3, lines 2-12. 

• Regarding claims 6, 35 and 46, Schoenfish discloses #12 (in the combination, 
the GPS #12 of s can replace audio system #44 of Eggert). 

• Regarding claim 8, Eggert discloses [Fig. 1] (in the combination, the GPS #12 of 
s can replace audio system #44 of Eggert). 

• Regarding claims 14 and 38, the limitations thereof are inherent to all GPS 
devices disclosed by Schoenfish. 

• Regarding claim 41 , Schoenfish and Eggert disclose a tray [s, #1 6] recessed 
downwardly [s, Fig. 3] within a top surface of a dashboard [s, Col. 5, lines 4-8] 
running along a windshield [e. Fig. 1, #38, Col. 2, lines 51-55] of the vehicle. 

7. Claims 13, 30, 37, 39, 42 and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schoenfish and Eggert above, and further in view of Iredale (USP 
No. 6,392,877). Schoenfish and Eggert teach all the aspects of the invention in claims 
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1 , 31 and 40, but fail to disclose a case that encloses the speakers, a navigation device 
that pivots, or that the liOd would rest on the pivoted navigation device. Iredale teaches 
a display for a laptop that better facilitates presentation [Fig. 2], and protects the screen 
of the laptop when not in use. Therefore, it would have been obvious design choice of 
one of skill in the art (e.g. an ergonomic engineer) at the time the Invention was made, 
to use a the hinging protection mechanism of Iredale over the hinging protection 
mechanism of Eggert fro the advantage of adapting the viewing angle to that of a car 
rather than a motorcycle. 



Conclusion 

8. The references made herein are done so for the convenience of the applicant. 
They are in no way intended to be limiting. The prior art should be considered in its 

entirety. 

9. The prior art which is cited but not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Arl M. DIacou whose telephone number Is (571) 272- 
5591 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 8:30 am - 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor. Jack Keith can be reached on (571 ) 272-6878. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
/A. M. D./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3663 
25-Dec-08 



/Jack W. Keith/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3663 



